There was a similarity in the theoretical position of all three journals as well. The explanatory model in each is a somewhat simplified evolutionary theory. This was most commonly expressed in terms of marriage as an institution: was it evolving towards extinction and the evolution into some other kind of relation between men and women, usually called 'varietism' which could mean anything from promiscuity to serial monogamy?
Or was it in its present life-long monogamous state the end of an evolutionary development from polygamy to monogamy? H.D Webb put both sides of this argument in 'Marriage and Free Love' in the Free Review of September 1895, 545-549. He argued that while it was true that monogamy had evolved out of polygamy, there was no reason to assume evolution would not continue with the result that monogamy would in turn evolve into free unions. Ultimately, he concluded, 'love' was the end point of evolution and 'emancipation from the bonds sometimes combined with a more social critique of the future of marriage in the shape of an argument that women would never actually be free human beings or equal in marriage until they had economic independence. 8 Under this theoretical umbrella lay a variety of sexual problem topics. The 'marriage question' was expanded to include such issues as the need to recognize and even legalize 'secondary' relationships in order to protect children who were products of such unions, and the advantages and disadvantages of divorce by mutual consent. Although almost all writers saw enforced lifelong monogamy as untenable at best and enslaving at worst for both men and women, there was no uniformity about the cure: some said divorce, some said free unions, some said evolution.
Most fraught were discussions about the sexual nature of men and women. Are men naturally promiscuous? Most writers said yes. This position was sometimes countered by an evolutionary argument: that men are evolving towards 'purity' and 'love' or more usually 'spiritual love', which was the endpoint of evolution. 9 But even those few who argued for this future development agreed that at the moment men were naturally promiscuous. writers who take this latter position never seem to articulate is that linking marriage to prostitution in this way only proves that monogamy doesn't work for men. The implication in this argument is that women unlike men do have sex drives that can be fulfilled within monogamy because their sexual fulfillment is attached to maternity. Lang affirms this when he restates the belief that women's sexual fulfillment is 'towards the next generation'. In another bizarre twist on this position about women's sexuality, he continues that since there are more women than men in the population and many men don't marry, women without partners can be driven to prostitution, a term which includes unsanctioned second relationships as well as street and brothel prostitutes, to satisfy their sexual drive for maternity.
In the aftermath of the Wilde trial there are a few fleeting references to homosexuality the only periodical in England which allows a free discussion of unconventional and tabooed subjects', a label that both the University Magazine and Free Review and the Adult also claimed, wrote about the sexual problem, it did so in a high-minded way, for the most part supporting marriage by arguing for reform of the institution. In general its writers took the position that monogamy is the highest achievement of social evolution. They were by and large supportive of the position that women's desire was for maternity. The Westminster was in other words radical in discussing these subjects at all but fairly conservative in its opinions.
Its placement in the midst of progressive thought throughout all its history enabled it to take up the subject of women's sex drive, divorce on demand, the advantages of free unions over marriage, and the relationship of marriage to prostitution, but it does so conservatively. It it was and even argued against any sexual element in the institution. 14 And there were the usual disagreements about whether monogamy was an evolutionary endpoint or an institution that would be eliminated by evolution, though the consensus was that monogamy was on the way out.
The third of these journals which regularly published pieces on the sexual problem, the University Magazine and Free Review, was more radical in its coverage than the Westminster but less so than The Adult. Both it and its publisher, the University Press, which also published The Adult, played a significant role in the dissemination of free thought ideas and discussion of the sexual problem in the 1890s, and a number of the writers for both The Adult and the Westminster contributed to it. Further, its final owner and editor had a significant impact on both the unifying and the dissolution of the virtual community of radical writers on sex during this period. of monogamy and marriage, and agitation both for and against the introduction of the Contagious Diseases Acts into India. And while all this was going on Robertson continued to contribute a political or otherwise non-sexual article to every issue.
As should be obvious, George Astor Singer and Roland de Villiers were the same person although none of the parties knew this. Despite the fact that Ellis had his suspicions, 21 no one was to know for sure until January 1902 when Singer/de Villiers (he had, according to the police, at least 30 other aliases 22 ) was finally arrested for selling obscene literature and died in police custody, the coroner said by apoplexy. His actual name, again according to the police, was Ferdinand Springmuhl von Weisenfeld. They said he was the son of a German judge, and had come to England in 1880 where he began a career of petty crime for which he had spent twelve months in jail for forgery. 23 It is not known how he surfaced in the mid-1890s as a respectable editor and publisher with strong connections to the free thought and secularist world; nor is it known from where he had acquired the £10,000 with which he founded the University Press. Probably he had developed connections among the free thought and secularist world since everyone else involved in the community of writers about sex met through these connections. Why
Robertson sold the Free Review to Singer in 1895 is also unknown, and how he met him equally so. 24 Singer must have seemed a little shady even at that early stage, and given the increased number of articles on the sexual problem after he took over the 
13
So where does this leave us in our discussions of 'writing about the sexual problem' in the late 1890s? Through the overlap of authors and subjects in the three journals under review here, we do gain a sense of the shape of the virtual community of a free thought periodical response to the sexual problem. We can also see that the 'radical underground' that began early in the century with an imbrication of free thought radicalism and free press sex and sexuality did not end at mid-century but continued right up to the beginning of the twentieth century and might have gone further had the police not been obsessed with eliminating a public forum for anarchism -the real cause of the collapse at the end of the century of the community of writing about sex and its major publications.
